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do on my father, which is obvious from the pictures of my test. I am 
not too certain Just what work you have done with this in reference 
to actual physical tests. You, it has largely seemed to me, have 
taken a different approach to it. If you have conducted a test like 
mine which you documented with photos (or if anyone to your knowledge 
has) then please tell me for I would not want to take credit for being 
the first to do so. 

YOUR LETTER TO JUDY BONNER: I know Xnothing of this other than 

what was included in the letter itself plus the covering letter to 
Mary. I am puzzled and the nature of the carbon has added to my 
confusion. But what I can deduce does not please me. Is this lady 
writing another "expose" on us? Is she critical of us and laudltory 
of the infamous WC? Or is she spiteful of the whole bunch? 

If there is one thing we do not need it is any more "Truth About 
Assassination", Robert's masterpiece of Ignorance and ass-kissing, or 
"Scavengers and Critics", muckraking the muckra&kers. These are, 
in my viewiji singularly disastrous books, moreso than the disastrous 
books which they for the most part attack (such as that of loud-mouth 
Lane). These are really terrible for public images. I suppose I am 
hung on the public image bit, possibly too much. 

You see, it was these guys with the generous and probably uninten- 
tional help of boobs like Lane and Epstein (and they revolted me long 
before I knew you) who almost turned me completely off. And it was 
Dick, who I must spare no XKX praise, who put me back on this and restored 
my faith (in addition to setting me on the right tracks). One can 
truly be misled by these scoundrals, and it is not until you can force 
yourself to realistically examine the situation that you know where 
things stand. 

Even though I think you are somewhat sensative to criticism of 
your own work (and so am I) , I am impressed by the fact that no one 
to my knowledge challanges any of your major and certainly crucial 
points, just the trivia like part of your work with the Altgens picture 
in WWII. But to break you down, they must resort to lowly personal 
attacks (the veracity of which I remiin to be convinced J£X) . And it 
is no secret, as Dick knows, that for some time, I had little respect for 
your published work and accused you of making mountains out of molehills. 
Here Dick opened my eyes. Once he began writing about you, I began to 
think. Good lord! Do you know that before I even knew Dick, I sat 
down to write a chapter on LHO's Innocence with only three things: 
a pen, a pad, and a copy of WHITEWASHI Yet, even then I was too blind 
to recognize just how good your work was. Those days are past, but 
now I still fear the effect these criticisms of the criticsK can have. 

Is there anything of value in the book, and has it been distributed 
yet? I am always interested in getting new things which have been 
published. . .As I decifer the letter, I see that it rates with your 
Kempton one (although that one to Ramparts had me doubled over when I 
stumbled onto it). I woyld like to see if this lady answers. 

Will be writing agAin soon. 




cc. Dick 



